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A. Claims 12-17 And 23-27 Are 

Not Rendered Obvious In View Of The Cited Art 

Currently pending claim 12 requires a method for processing an electronic message to 
include saving an attachment file of an electronic message in a user-selected memory location, 
creating a link to the electronic message and saving the link to the electronic message in the user- 
selected memory location where the file attachment is also stored. Claims 13-17 and 23-27 
depend directly or indirectly from claim 12 and therefore also contain these limitations, 

1. Other Than Fellenstein et al., The Examiner Admits None Of The 
Cited Art Teach Or Suggest Creating A Link Or Saving A Link. 

The Examiner admits none of the cited art other than Fellenstein et al. teaches or suggests 

creating a link to an electronic message or saving the link in a user selected memory location. 

(Office Action, at 3). However, Fellenstein et al., also does not teach or suggest the 

requirements as set forth in claims 12-17 and 23-27 of creating a link to an electronic message 

and saving the link to the electronic message in a user selected location with an attachment file. 

2. Fellenstein et al. Do Not Teach Or Suggest Creating A Link Or Saving 
A Link As Required By Claims 12-17 And 23-27 

The Examiner contends paragraph 31 of Fellenstein et al. teaches or suggests the creating 
and saving of a link as required by claim 12. (Office Action, at 3). Paragraph 31 of Fellenstein 
et al. teach an "icon implant" feature that involves the creation of an icon or hypertext reference 
that is linked to an email reply message. fl[ 3 1 of Fellenstein et al). The hypertext reference is 
associated with a reply message so that when that reference is actuated, any or all the replies is 
viewable to a user, (f 30). This link is placed or inserted within the most recently received 
electronic message. fl[ 3 1). The "link" disclosed or suggested by Fellenstein et al does not teach 
or suggest any creation of a link to an electronic message that is saved in the same location as a 
file attachment that was in an electronic message. 

The Examiner contends that a person of ordinary skill in the art would be motivated to 
combine Fellenstein et al, with Coppinger et al. to render claim 12 obvious because "it would 
provide users an efficient method in which replies to originating electronic messages such as 
email are grouped together. . ." This cited rationale has nothing to do with the saving of a link to 
an electronic message in the same location as a file attachment that was within that electronic 
message. If anything, the cited rationale shows that Fellenstein et al. teach away from the 
requirements of claims 12-17 and 23-26. 



Fellenstein et al.'s link would be saved within a message that has an attachment file; it 
would not be saved in some user specified location. Further, the link taught or suggested by 
Fellenstein et al. would be a link to other messages, not the message that contained the 
attachment file. Clearly, the combination of art cited by the Examiner fails to teach or suggest 
all the limitations of claims 12-17 and 23-27, 

3, None Of The Cited Combinations Of Art Teach Or Suggest The 
Limitations Of Claims 12-17 And 23-27 

None of the cited art alone or in any of the combinations cited in the Office Action teach 
or suggest all the limitations of the pending claims. For example, the '551 patent discloses an e- 
mail system that is configured to create a link in an e-mail message between the e-mail message 
and a previously stored attachment file to replace the attached file within that e-mail message. 
(The '551 patent, Col. 2, line 60-67). Column 4, lines 28-67 of the '551 patent describe the 
configuration of the e-mail storage of data in a database used to determine if a received e-mail 
includes an attached file that is already stored in the e-mail storage. If the database identifies the 
attachment as being stored, that attachment is replaced with a link to the stored attachment. (Col. 
4, line 28, through Col. 6, line 50). 

Column 4 only references a link to data of an e-mail for use by a program searching 
databases for duplicate attached files. There is no link referring to an entire e-mail. For instance, 
the header portion of the e-mail in the '551 patent is taught as being located in a database 
separate from other data from that e-mail. See lines 43-45 of Col. 4. However, no link to the 
entire e-mail is taught or suggested in the '551 patent. 

Lines 42 through 45 of Column 4 discuss the use of a link to e-mail message data in 
reference to Figures 2 and 3 of the '551 patent, This portion of the '551 patent discloses the use 
of a link for data within an e-mail between a header database and another database. There is no 
disclosure of an e-mail message link that is external to a mail store. Nor is there any disclosure 
of an e-mail message link that is stored in the same location as an attached file. 

Indeed, the '551 patent teaches away from such storage. For instance, the '551 patent 
teaches that links to e-mail data should be stored in a header database or another e-mail database. 
This is not the location or database the attachments are stored in nor is it a link to the actual e- 
mail message. 

None of the other cited art teaches a message link or the storage of a message link in the 
same location as a stored attached file. As another example, the '622 patent and Sakagawa both 
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only teach the generation of links in e-mail messages that link a stored attachment file or 
advertisement to an e-mail message. As yet another example and as discussed above, Fellenstein 
et al. only teach or suggest the insertion of links into electronic messages. Fellenstein et al. also 
do not teach or suggest creating and saving links to messages in a location with a file attachment 
from an electronic message. 

The combination of art cited by the Examiner fails to teach or suggest all the limitations 
of claim 12 and claims 13-17 and 23-26, which depend directly or indirectly from claim 12. In 
fact, the European Patent Office has searched the prior art and found the invention of the present 
application warranted the issuance of a patent and granted European Patent No. EP 1 642 229, 
which is a patent related to the present application, a copy of which was previously provided to 
the Examiner. 

For at least the above reasons, claims 12-17 and 23-26 are allowable over the cited art. 

4. Claim 13 Is Allowable Over The Cited Art 

Claim 13 depends from claim 12 and requires the link to be created and saved such that 
the link is displayed in the same file as the file attachment. None of the cited art discloses or 
suggests such a requirement. The Examiner referenced paragraph 31 of Fellenstein et al. as 
teaching or suggesting such a limitation on page 4 of the Office Action. However, as is clear 
from Fellenstein et al, no saving of both a link to an electronic message and a file attachment to 
the same file is taught or suggested by Fellenstein et al. 

Fellenstein et al. merely teach appending electronic messages so they are all displayable 
together. Saving a link to an electronic message with a file attachment that was in that message 
has nothing to do with saving a link associated with an original message in a reply electronic 
message. Indeed, the link taught by Fellenstein et al. is saved in an electronic message and is not 
a link to the electronic message to which a file attachment was attached. 

5. Claim 26 Is Allowable Over The Cited Art 

Claim 26 depends from claim 12 and requires the user-selected memory location that the 
message link is saved in to be a file of a file system. There is no teaching or suggestion of such a 
storage of a message link. The lone reference cited by the Examiner that supposedly discloses or 
suggested storage in a file system is Coppinger et al. However, Coppinger et al. merely teach the 
saving of data on a hard drive (f 15 of Coppinger et al.). 
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B, Claims 18-22 And 27-30 Are Allowable Over The Cited Art 

Claim 1 8 requires a device to include a message link insertion unit configured to insert a 
message link in a selected memory location, which is the same location a file attached to the 
electronic message is stored. The message link refers to the electronic message. Claims 19-22 
and 27-29 depend directly or indirectly from claim 1 8 and, therefore, also contain this limitation. 

The Examiner has correctly found that Coppinger et al, and Sakagawa do not disclose a 
message link to an e-mail at page 3 of the Office Action. However, at page 9 of the Office 
Action, the Examiner mistakenly states that Fellenstein discloses a message link insertion unit 
configured to insert a message link in a selected memory location that is the same location a file 
attached to an electronic message is stored. 

Fellenstein et al. only teach or suggest the insertion of a link into an electronic message, 
There is no teaching or suggestion of any saving of links in a different location with an attached 
file, such as a file that also has an attached file stored therein. Indeed, Fellenstein et al. teach 
away from such a unit because Fellenstein et al. teach that links should be created and stored in 
electronic messages, not in other locations. 

For at least the above reasons, the cited art do not teach or suggest each and every 
limitation of claims 18-22 and 27-30. Therefore, the cited combination of art cannot render these 
claims obvious. 

1. Claim 28 Is Allowable Over The Cited Art 

Claim 28 requires the message link and the attached file to be saved in the same file 
system stored on and/or maintained by an electronic device such as a computer, a network or a 
telecommunications device. As discussed above, none of the cited art discloses a message link 
that is located in the same file as an attached file. To the contrary, the cited art teaches away 
from this limitation. Indeed, the cited art teaches that links should be located in locations 
separate from attached files or in electronic messages. 

For instance, the '551 patent and Coppinger et al. teach that links to attached files should 
replace attached files in e-mails. The attached files are stored in a separate file or location and 
are accessed by that link. Therefore, the cited combination of art cannot render claim 28 
obvious. As another example, Fellenstein et al. teach or suggest that links should be added into 
electronic messages that are associated with previously sent messages within the message chain 
of communication. (Fellenstein, ^ 30-31). 
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2. Claim 29 Is Allowable Over The Cited Art 

Claim 29 depends from claim 18 and requires the message link insertion unit to be 
configured to insert a message link in the selected memory location such that the link is 
displayed in the same file as the file attachment. The message link is configured to display the 
electronic message after the link is actuated. 

None of the cited art discloses or suggests a message link that is configured to display an 
electronic message that contained an attached file after that link is actuated. Indeed, as discussed 
above none of the art discloses a message link as required by claims 1 8-22 and 27-30, 

C. Claim 31 Is Allowable Over The Cited Art 

Claim 3 1 is an independent claim and requires a message link insertion unit that is 
configured to insert a message link in the file of the file system such that the message link is 
displayed adjacent to the file attachment after the file is accessed by a user. The message link 
refers to the electronic message such that the electronic message is displayed when the message 
link is actuated. 

The Examiner has cited the combination of Irlam et al., Fellenstein et al. and Coppinger 
et al. As discussed above, none of the cited art discloses or suggests a message link. Further, the 
cited art does not teach or suggest a message link and a file attachment that are stored in a file 
and are displayed adjacent to each other after that file is accessed by a user. Therefore, claim 31 
is allowable over the cited art. 

Fellenstein et al. do not teach or suggest any insertion unit configured to insert a link to 
an electronic message that contained an attached file in the same file as the attached file is saved. 
Nor does the combination of Fellenstein et al., Coppinger and Irlam et al. teach or suggest such 
an insertion unit. Indeed, none of the cited art teach or suggest any insertion of any link to an 
electronic message that contained an attached file in the same file as the attached file is saved. 
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